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asks us, as one recently did, "Who, then, is to rep- 
resent the people?" our reply must be that we can 
recognize but one "representative of the people" 
today, and that is not the People's Council, but the 
Government duly elected and sworn to do precisely 
that thing. 

At eighteen minutes past one o'clock, Friday, 
April 6, 1917, something happened in the world. 
On that day and hour the President of the United 
States signed a resolution which had been passed 
by both houses of the Congress, a resolution which 
officially declared the state of war which had been 
thrust upon this country. This momentous act 
altered completely the bases upon which we fash- 
ioned our daily behavior prior to that action. It 
seems difficult for many to grasp this fact, but it 
is a fact which must be grasped. With the situation 
as it is, there can be no governed world of the kind 
that rational men would have. Judicial processes are 
at the time internationally impossible. The methods 
of peaceable settlement must wait, because there in 
the way of these things stands the Imperial German 
Government. To go back now would be disastrous. 
The only way to the attainment of our aims is for- 
ward. Law, justice, common sense, the world peace 
we purpose to establish, all call now for a perfect 
unity of opinion and purpose, a call which should 
and must be heard by us all, whether we are mem- 
bers of this or that "group" or of no group at all. 
The clarion, unmistakable call to us all is, that we 
must now end this war by winning it. 



CONFLICTS IN WELFARES 

Assuming that irreconcilable conflicts in welfares 
do arise, what is to be done when one is at hand? 
In the preceding editorial we begin with the statement 
that in such a case the lower must succumb to the higher. 
Is this statement justified? 

Surely great irreconcilable conflicts have arisen, such 
as between the Greeks and the Persians, for example, in 
490 B. C, when, it is generally agreed, the victory of 
Miltiades over ten times his forces on the field of Mara- 
thon — not a very bloody affair — caused night to settle 
upon the tyranny of Hippias and upon eastern bar- 
barism generally. Historians agree that this battle of 
Marathon, with its victory for the Athenians, enforced 
justice and advanced civilization. An irreconcilable 
conflict in welfares had arisen. The greater of the 
two welfares prevailed, and right was advanced. 

In after years, when Greece became proud and in- 
tolerant, she in turn was sacrificed at Syracuse, 413 



B. C. Again there was, we believe, a happy result, for 
Eome was thus left to conquer Carthage, and in time 
the law and the language of the Latins became pre- 
dominant among the Spanish, French, Italian, and the 
English-speaking races. Once again, it is argued, justice 
was enforced and civilization advanced by war. 

It was so, we are led to believe, when Attila, King 
of the Huns, called appropriately the "Scourge of God," 
headed the wild barbarism of an infinite past and came 
into irreconcilable conflict with the West. Attila is 
but a memory, a departed nightmare, for the bloody 
fields near Chalons checked in 451 the advance of this 
"Sword of Mars" and rebuked forever the ruthless 
adulation of might. Liberty of conscience became a 
fairer thing because of the defeat of the Armada in 
England's Narrow Seas. The defeat of Alva's infantry, 
when the redeeming waters of the North Sea flooded 
the tulip gardens of Holland, paved the way for Dutch 
and American liberty. The defeat of Georgian prin- 
ciples at Saratoga and Yorktown promoted faith in the 
equality of States. So with Runnymede, Hastings. 
Valmy, Manila, Marne, Verdun — each reveals more 
clearly some error or depotism. From out them we 
hear the echoes of carnage, the moans of countless 
dying, the maniacal shouts of diminishing hordes; but 
from out this blackness we think we' see a light, from 
this chaos glimpses of a hope in an endless progress. 
There have been irreconcilable conflicts in welfares, the 
lesser have succumbed to the greater, and humanity 
has crept, we still believe, a little higher. 

So long as men are limited in conception and vision, 
just so long conflicts in welfares will now and then 
arise, and the conflicts will be irreconcilable in pro- 
portion as our conception and vision are limited. In case 
of an irreconcilable conflict between two welfares, one or 
the other must succumb. The question, therefore, be- 
comes, Which one ? Unless we are willing to grant that 
the world is irretrievably headed for hell, there can 
be but one answer, and that answer is that the lesser 
and lower must succumb to the greater and higher. 
When all progress and happiness and life depend upon 
justice, and justice is attacked, no maudlin sentimen- 
tality should be permitted to perpetuate injustice at the 
expense of justice. In the case of an irreconcilable con- 
flict between welfares, therefore, the maxim must be 
that the lesser and lower must succumb to the greater 
and higher. 

The application of all this ought not to be difficult 
for intelligent Americans to make "in this day of high 
resolution, when every principle we hold dearest is to be 
vindicated and made secure for the salvation of the na- 
tions." 



